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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into optimizing planting spacing and corm size for maximizing yield and economic returns in elephant foot yam, an important tropical tuber crop. The study helps address the lack of standardized agronomic practices and promotes efficient input use for sustainable production. Its findings can guide farmers and researchers in improving both productivity and marketable corm size, contributing to food and income security in tropical regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the objectives and scope of the study.
Alternative suggestion (optional): “Optimization of Corm Size and Plant Spacing for Enhanced Yield and Marketable Corm Production in Elephant Foot Yam (Amorphophallus paeoniifolius)”.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, summarizing objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be improved slightly by including the economic analysis results (mentioning the treatment with the highest B:C ratio) and a concluding sentence emphasizing practical implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with proper experimental design (RBD), replication, and statistical analysis. The results are well-supported by relevant literature and align with previous research findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and recent, including citations up to 2023. No additional references are mandatory, though inclusion of more recent global studies (2021–2024) on spacing optimization in tropical root crops could strengthen the literature base.
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	The language is clear, grammatically correct, and suitable for scholarly publication with minor proofreading for flow and consistency.
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